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THE MONIST 



A LIBERAL SOCIALISTIC PROGRAMME 

THE various socialistic systems previous to Marx were 
naughtily characterized by him as Utopian, because they 
were in substance but artificial constructions, which, while 
fully answering to this or that ideal of equity, did not take 
sufficient account either of the economic structure of the 
society that had to be reformed or of the ruling motives 
and respective forces of the social classes, thus neglect- 
ing just the two fundamental historic factors which domi- 
nate with iron determinism all social transformations. 
These Utopian socialistic schemes consequently claimed 
that the attractive form of equity and social well-being in 
which this or that reform was presented should have the 
inherent magic virtue of attracting to itself the whole body 
of society, which in an outburst of generous enthusiasm for 
this ideal regime would set it up right away. 

To these Utopian systems of socialism Marx and 
Engels opposed their own system, which they modestly 
described as alone truly scientific, but which, while on one 
hand in complete contrast to the preceding ones, on the 
other does not differ substantially from them. For when 
once a given regime — that in which all production goes 
to the workers — is approved as just, Marx makes himself 
believe that he can get the facts to prove that the present 
regime, from the very fact of its becoming ever more un- 
just, tends toward the collectivist regime, which Marx con- 
siders the only one capable of realizing his ideal of equity. 
The thesis produces the antithesis from which the synthesis 
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will be formed in the Hegelian sense. It is not the case 
then that Marx examines the economic evolution objec- 
tively, without preconception or preference, so as to suc- 
ceed in foreseeing whither it tends, but he first caresses 
the idea of a given regime, exactly like all the Utopian 
socialists who preceded him with the only difference that 
he thereafter, instead of presenting it ingenuously as fitted 
to convince and attract to itself all mankind united in 
brotherhood, attempts to force the facts to prove that this 
regime is the one toward which economic evolution tends 
irresistably and fatally, not by the will of men, but by the 
force of things. 

At the same time the Marxian socialism is quite the 
reverse of the previous Utopian socialism just on account 
of this economic fatalism, which, by making the advent of 
the desired regime depend on the mechanical and fatal 
evolution of the economic process, entirely denies a priori 
the efficacy of law in general, and of the law of property 
in particular, as regards changing in one direction or in 
another the economic process itself. 

The mischief done by this economic fatalism to the 
action of the socialist party, though not very gravely felt 
as long as this party was obliged, by the feebleness of its 
forces, to limit itself to a merely negative action of criticism, 
is severely felt now that the party, with its forces so not- 
ably increased as to put it in a position to act, would re- 
quire a positive programme of action. 

Now the only programme that Marxism has been able 
to propose is that of the violent revolutionary dispossession 
of that little group of magnates of capitalism to which 
Marx predicted the capitalist class would be reduced ; and 
by this violent revolutionary act he had the illusive hope 
of setting up in one day the collectivist regime, which the 
inevitable concentration of manufacturing concerns, driven 
to the utmost limit, would without fail have alreadv estab- 



A LIBERAL SOCIALISTIC PROGRAMME. 3 

lished under the frail capitalistic involucre, and all in work- 
ing order. 

But neither the reduction of the possessors of capital 
to a small group of magnates nor the concentration pari 
passu of all the manufacturing concerns, driven to such an 
extreme limit as to set up of itself the collectivist regime in 
working order, has come to pass, and the Socialist party, 
unable to perform that one revolutionary act indicated to 
them by Marx, which at the present moment would mean 
smashing up the whole delicate mechanism of economic 
production, and at the same time without any other posi- 
tive programme of action, has in all countries fairly lost 
its bearings. This want of any clear line of policy leaves 
it groping in the dark, a prey to fruitless and disorderly 
agitation, threatened with being broken up by continual 
new schisms into ever more numerous sections and sub- 
sections, incapable of combating the generally revived an- 
archy ; and all this to the immense damage of the economic 
production of the country, which suffers from this chronic 
state of objectless revolutionary agitation and to the com- 
plete discredit of the Socialist party, which proves itself 
incapable of any reconstructive action. 

The Socialist party will not be able to get out of this 
state of impotence in any other way than by absolutely 
renouncing the mechanical economic fatalism of the Marx- 
ian school and returning to the acknowledgement of the 
efficacy of law, and especially of the law of property, 
toward modifying the course of economic phenomena. 

Be it well noted that we do not intend to go back to 
the ingenuousness of the Utopian Socialism which thought 
it enough to present a proposal that bore the mark of equity 
in order to obtain at once the unanimous assent of all social 
classes; but we maintain only that when once a given 
social class, hitherto of very little weight as <-' social factor, 
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increases in power so as to become a preponderating politi- 
cal factor it can, when risen to power or participation in 
power, modify the laws, and especially the law of property, 
by means of legislation, in accordance with its clearly un- 
derstood and legitimate interest, and that these modifica- 
tions of the law of property, to be imposed on the other 
classes more or less against their will, can effectively modify 
in its favor the course of the economic process. 

Now this preponderance, as a political factor, of the 
wage-earning working classes over all the classes and sub- 
classes of the bourgeoisie united, is a fact already accom- 
plished, or soon to be so, in all countries. The moment has 
just come therefore for the Socialist party to return to that 
legal socialism which the Marxian fatalism has wrongly 
disdained too much, even though the various systems cer- 
tainly erred, hampered as they were by too great respect 
for the rights of property beyond what is strictly necessary 
and sufficient to stimulate to the utmost to work and sav- 
ing, through excessive timidity resulting in excessive slow- 
ness and meagreness of means to be used for the desired 
gradual nationalization of private property. 

A system there is of accelerating, much more than 
could any other system hitherto devised, this process of 
nationalization, without throwing into disorder the exist- 
ent organization of production, or injuring in any way 
those economic activities and that virtue of thrift which 
today are more than ever necessary for the increase of 
economic production. It is that of applying to the succes- 
sion duties of the State, which is raised to the dignity of 
co-heir, the principle of progressiveness, not only as 
regards the extent of the patrimony or the degree of rela- 
tionship, but also the age of the patrimony. That is to say 
the total amount of the patrimony left by the deceased 
would be divided into so many portions according to the 
number of times each portion had passed from hand to 



A LIBERAL SOCIALISTIC PROGRAMME. 5 

hand, by way of succession or donation or dowry, before 
arriving at the deceased, and the rate of participation of 
the State in the inheritance of these various portions of the 
patrimony would increase with the increase of the num- 
ber of transmissions undergone by them. 

The State, for example, might continue to levy on the 
portion due to the labor and savings of the deceased not 
more than what it does today with the succession duties; 
but on the portion inherited by the deceased from his father 
and due to the labor and savings of the latter, the State 
would levy a much larger quota, for example 50 per cent; 
and on the portion that had come to the deceased, through 
his father, from his grandfather, the original accumulator 
of this portion, or, more generally, that had already under- 
gone two transmissions whatsoever as private property, 
the State might inherit a much larger quota, reaching even 
100 per cent (which would render the division of each 
patrimony into three parts sufficient, as nothing could be 
inherited from a great-grandfather). Owing to the im- 
possibility, however, of searching out the most distant 
sources of the patrimonies now existing, and also for rea- 
sons of equity, all the patrimonies existent at the moment 
of the promulgation of the new law might be considered 
as due, for example, to the extent of a third part, to the 
work and savings of the present proprietor, and of two- 
thirds as inherited by one transmission as private prop- 
erty; and this as regards the State succession duty to be 
levied at the death of all proprietors now living. 

It is evident that such a reform of the rights of succes- 
sion would more effectively stimulate to saving than does 
the present right to bequeath all. In fact, as regards one's 
own children, every sum saved by the heir of a given patri- 
money would come to have in his eyes a value much greater, 
even three or four or five times greater, than an equal sum 
inherited by him ; while today the heir of immense posses- 
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sions, which he knows he can bequeath in their entirety to 
his children, is in no way urged to that hard work, that 
severe abstinence, which would be necessary to him in order 
to double or triple the patrimony he has inherited. 

The State, co-heir to the extent of 50 per cent in the 
quotas of patrimonies that have already undergone one 
transmission by way of succession or donation or dowry, 
and to the extent of 100 per cent in those that have under- 
gone two transmissions, would levy the part belonging to 
it, not in money but in kind: land, buildings, State and 
Treasury bonds, shares and debentures in limited and other 
companies, etc., precisely like the other heirs. 

State, treasury, provincial and communal bonds, as they 
would become the property of the State, should be imme- 
diately destroyed. This gradual amortisement of public 
debts would progressively free the States and Provinces 
and Communes from the enormous burden of the payment 
of interests, which is today a heavy handicap on all the 
really productive economic activities. This notable diminu- 
tion of the burdens on the public bodies, along with the 
growing incomes which these bodies would derive from 
the rent of lands, dwelling houses, buildings in general, as 
they would become nationalized, would allow of the grad- 
ual passage from a system of finance on the basis of taxes 
to one on the basis of rents. 

The principle of share-holding by the State, or better 
still by the great national trade unions of manufacturing 
workmen, would be put into effect, in a gradual way, as 
gradually the shares of limited and other companies were 
inherited by the State. 

It will be seen that this proposal would satisfy the fun- 
damental principle of socialism, that of greater equity, and 
would carry out its maxim of socialization of the instru- 
ments of production and of all capitals in general, which it 
justly considers necessary for the complete emancipation 
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of the workmen. The gradual character of the process of 
nationalization would permit of the passage from the pres- 
ent to the new regime by peaceful and legal means, with- 
out disorganizing the delicate mechanism of economic pro- 
duction, without requiring even the improvised creation 
of an entirely new bureaucratic organism ; it would, on the 
contrary, render possible the gradual transformation of 
some of the organs already in existence so as to fit them 
for the new task, as this increases in extent and importance 
and would give the needed time for the process of economic 
production to adapt itself, by increased production of neces- 
sities and diminished production of luxuries, to the new 
and more equitable regime. As regards the coexistence 
of nationalized capital with always new private capital, 
the profits of this latter would represent in a continually 
diminishing measure the exploitation of the work of others 
on the part of heirs who have had no share in the accumu- 
lation of their possessions, and in ever increasing measure 
would represent the just reward of abstinence given to one 
who had created new capital effectively by his savings. 
Moreover, from the fact that the proportion of the total of 
private capital to the total of that nationalized would keep 
diminishing, especially through strong progressivenesses 
of the duty as that above indicated, the proportion also be- 
tween the quota of the social annual income belonging as 
profits to private capital and the quota belonging to labor 
would equally keep decreasing, in favor of the latter. 

The proposal would at the same time satisfy the fun- 
damental principles of orthodox economics and of the free- 
contract regime, inasmuch as it would not assign to the 
State any coercive function in the way of the military or- 
ganization of labor, as collectivism would do, but merely 
that of furnishing to the workmen, through suited self- 
governing organs of their own, and in ever increasing 
measure, the means necessary for their work, thus freeing 
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them from their present dependence on private capitalists, 
and by facilitating as much as possible the association and 
spontaneous co-operation of labor it would aim at giving 
the free-contract regime a much greater development than 
even at present attained. 

The gravest objection that can be made, and one in 
fact that has been made, is derived from the distrust that 
all economists feel towards public bodies in general, and 
the State especially, as regards their capacity for even the 
administration of those possessions which would be gradu- 
ally nationalized. There can never, therefore, be too much 
care exercised in reducing to a minimum these adminis- 
trative functions especially on the part of the State. 

Thus, for example, the administration of the lands 
gradually nationalized should be entrusted by the State to 
the Provinces, or to self-governing bodies with a provincial 
jurisdiction, and these lands should be let either to agricul- 
tural co-operative societies or even to individual agricul- 
turists, provided they are united in associations for the 
purchase of materials, for the manufacture of given prod- 
ucts (associated dairies, wine producers, etc.), and for the 
sale of all the products. 

The administration of town properties would be en- 
trusted to the municipal authorities ; and it is well known 
that when old buildings have been pulled down the house 
property of certain towns has been notably increased by 
the new buildings, especially in England, and that their 
administration is carried out in a satisfactory manner. 

In any case there is nothing to prevent the administra- 
tion of these town properties being eventually entrusted, if 
thought well, to these private companies, which now admin- 
ister them on behalf of private proprietors. 

The mines, the factories and the capital invested in 
them would come under the control and management of 
the great national trade-unions of workers of the respec- 
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tive branches of industry, as by degrees the State handed 
over to these national trade-unions, under certain condi- 
tions of State participation in the profits, the shares inher- 
ited by it. This would unite the advantages of co-opera- 
tive production with those of industry on a large scale: 
greater interest in the work, as in co-operative production, 
because the workmen would enjoy the fruits of it in always 
fuller measure, and at the same time great manufacturing 
potentiality, which co-operative production has never 
hitherto possessed, and great discipline, which it has never 
succeeded in obtaining. And this because those who direct 
each factory, to whom would be entrusted the maintenance 
of the discipline, would be appointed — when the number of 
the respective shares nationalized would come to exceed 
that of the shares still in private hands — not by those only 
who worked in the factories, as has always been the case 
in the manufacturing cooperative societies, but by the whole 
national trade-union, whereof the workers in this or that 
factory would be but a small minority. Moreover, the 
admission of the trade-unions to the control and manage- 
ment of these industries — industries, be it noted, already 
completely organized and in full working order — would 
take place gradually with the increase of the number of 
the trade-union shares in proportion to those still in pri- 
vate property, so that the trade-unions, that is the respec- 
tive managers, would have full time to become experienced 
in the control and management, which at first would con- 
tinue to be entrusted to the managers appointed by the pri- 
vate shareholders; managers, who would probably be ap- 
pointed also by the trade-union herself when she would 
have the majority of the shares. 

There would remain but a small number of properties 
the administration of which would have to be carried out 
by the State, which would entrust it to a national institute 
formed for the purpose. The institute — to which would 
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belong also the supreme control of the administration of 
all the other nationalized properties, intrusted, as we have 
seen, to the direct management of provincial or communal 
bodies or of trade-unions — should, in its relation with the 
State, only pay over to the treasury the quotas belonging 
to the State of the incomes of all nationalized properties, 
whether those administered directly by the national insti- 
stute itself, or those entrusted to provincial or communal 
bodies or trade-unions above mentioned; and if rendered 
completely self-governing and independent from the gov- 
ernment, there is no reason why it should not be so organ- 
ized that it would work as well as other similar State in- 
stitutes and those of other public bodies in general, which 
today administer collective capital of immense amounts. 

To this institute, finally, would belong also the supreme 
control of the National Bank of Credit to Associated 
Labor, which — founded by means of the capitals inherited 
in money — should be created for the purpose of furnish- 
ing the farmers of the nationalized lands and the trade- 
unions who already managed certain factories the capital 
necessary for working them. 1 

Although the function properly belonging to the State, 
or the bureaucratic function in general, be thus reduced to a 
minimum, we do not, however, flatter ourselves that we have 
yet succeeded in removing entirely from the minds of free 
trade economists their prepossessions as to the incapacity 
of the State to perform even purely administrative func- 
tions. But this objection, though certainly of a certain 
gravity, does not seem to be one that cannot be overcome, 
and for the purpose of overcoming it the thought and ener- 

1 For further details, we must refer the reader to our recent book, pub- 
lished by Zanichelli in Bologna. Per una riforma socialista del diritto succes- 
sors, which treats the question in all its bearings, and in which, besides quot- 
ing the principal criticisms urged against our answers thereto, we have also 
added the concrete draft of the bill that might be presented to Parliament for 
the effectuation of the proposal. A French edition will soon appear by the 
publisher, F. Rieder et G. Paris, with preface by M. Albert Thomas, the 
leader of the French Socialist party. 



A LIBERAL SOCIALISTIC PROGRAMME. II 

gies must be directed of all those who are convinced that 
no mere difficulties of a technical sort can possibly suffice 
to arrest the now irresistible and overwhelming onward 
movement of the working masses, firmly resolved on arriv- 
ing at the nationalization of all the instruments of pro- 
duction and of all capitals in general. 

To sum up : This reform in the law of succession, which 
would finally permit of the beginning of the much desired 
nationalization, by pacific and legal but at the same time 
rapid means, might and ought to represent, we think, that 
medium programme of socialistic action that is capable of 
reuniting the Socialist party, now completely bewildered 
and divided, or at least of attracting to itself the very 
large majority of the working and popular classes. At 
the same time, from the legal and gradual manner in which 
it would guarantee the passage from the old to the new 
regime, it might not encounter any very bitter resistance 
from the more advanced and more clear-sighted of the 
monied classes, who are well aware that to save our civili- 
zation from the immense ruin of a violent Bolshevik revo- 
lution and to make way for new and more flourishing pros- 
perity, it is necessary to accept the fundamental postulates 
of Socialism, which, because in accordance with the 
supreme principles of equity, are not to be combated by 
any civilized society except at the peril of its own existence. 

EUGENIO RlGNANO. 

Milan, Italy. 



